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subsequent recommendations, advocating continuous, though
restricted supplies (which recommendations were approved by
Government in their Memo. No. 79153-J/52-15 P.W. dated 26th
November, 1952) Government authorised suitable modifications-
of the earlier orders. In accordance with these orders, the turn-
system was abandoned and the head-sluice was reopened on 28th
November, 1952. Hence, all the closure, the Raja, etc. Channels-
had, was only for 4 days and all the uproar that has been raised
is against this very short closure.
3.    The petitioners talk of their hoary rights inherited from
the times   of the old  Hindu kings,  the rights   for the perennial
supply of water, their superior position, as upper riparian ryots,
vis-a-vis Tanjore Delta landowners, and how their lands to the
extent of 6,000  acres   suffered   for want of water, due to  the
closure.    Leaving aside their inherited or  acquired rights, and
coming to the loss or damage alleged in these petitions,   I  must
say that these latter are absolutely baseless  and imaginary.    The
Raja Channel has the supreme advantage of being high up in the
Cauvery, with a regulator built just by the side of the head-sluice,
so that the channel draws full supply, even superful supply, even
when  the  flow in the Cauvery is  small.    In a  report made in
another connexion to Government, I have pointed out how,   ever
since the Jedarpalayam  regulator was  built,  this   Rajah channel
has been drawing 2 or 3 times the quantity of water it  ever drew
in the pre-regulator days, mainly because of the fact that, for the
greater portion of the year, we are able to send full supplies now,
as against only a portion, in the years before.    The outcry  from
this channel area, which has been fed so far sumptuously, simply
because the channel was closed for just four or five days in the
year, would be similar to a glutton complaining   of starvation
when a small reduction is made in his all-too-prolific food supply
for a day or two.    On the facts  of the case  there  should be no
damage to  any of the lands; on the other hand reports show
that even the tail-end lands had nearly one inch of water on the
29th (Nov.) evening.    The allegations of loss of crops  may be
taken as baseless.
4. Coming now to the question of their inherited rights,
their accustomed supply of water, etc., the Collector of Salem has,
in his letter dated 25th November, 1952, expressed fears that even
this turn-system may be an interference with their time-honoured
rights and hinted at the possibility of civil litigation. I would
prefer to leave this question, of the rights of the ryots as against
. the paramount rights of Government, to regulate water supply in
times of scarcity, etc., to be decided by Government, in consulta-
tion with their legal experts. But I would like to make one or
two observations on the exclusive Tclaim of the ryots, that they
should have their accustomed uninterrupted supply, all through